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Response to Comment C35-93
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C35-94
The alternative proposed by the commenter is evaluated in the Draft
EIR/EIS as Alternative 4 with HCP Approach 2 (now referred to as
Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy). Regarding the commenter's
suggestion to raise water prices to farmers within the IID water service
area, it should be noted that IID's contract with the Bureau of
Reclamation, as well as the California Irrigation Act, prohibits IID from
charging more for water than the actual cost of service. In other words,
IID cannot legally charge more for water to water users within their
service area, than what it costs to operate and maintain their delivery
system.
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Response to Comment C35-95
The commenter suggested that several additional alternatives be
further evaluated in the Draft EIR/EIS. The following paragraphs
respond to each of the alternatives suggested.

•  The Proposed Project intentionally incorporates sufficient flexibility
to implement various conservation measures including on-farm
irrigation improvements, system-based conservation measures, and
fallowing to obtain water for transfer, HCP measures, and compliance
with the IOP. The project description allows IID and the program
participants to vary the type of conservation measure and the amount
of water conserved through the various measures including fallowing.
Additionally, HCP Approach 2 (now referred to as Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy) allows the same flexibility; that is, water to
assure that inflows to the Sea are not reduced compared to the
Baseline can be generated through any type of conservation measure
including fallowing. However, it is assumed that fallowing would be the
most likely method for generating this water. Additionally, HCP
Approach 2 (now referred to as Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy) can be scaled to generate the amount of water required,
depending on the amount of water transferred and the resulting effect
on inflows to the Sea.

•  The concept of pumping waste water from coastal areas as
replenishment water for the Salton Sea was analyzed in detail in
"Salton Sea Alternatives Pre-Appraisal Report" (Reclamation 1998).
The report looked at pumping water from two sources: the Hyperion
Waste Water Treatment Plant in Los Angeles, and the Point Loma
WWTP in San Diego. The concepts were rejected because of cost (life-
cycle cost present value of $2.5-$5.6 Billion), seismic concerns, and
severe environmental degradation of critical habitat areas along any
reasonable pipeline route. Additionally, please note that this is an
alternative for restoration of the Sea, not a Project Alternative.

•  The third proposal was unclear, and therefore we cannot respond.
However, the potential for water transfers with other Basin states is
addressed in response given for Comment C35-88.
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Response to Comment C35-95 (continued)

•  The commenter suggests that SDCWA should meet their water requirements via Alternative 7, Alternative Transfers; Alternative 8, Maximize Local Supplies in SDCWA Service
Areas and Desalination; and/or Alternative 9, CVP and SWP Supplies. Each of these alternatives was eliminated because of either inability to meet project objectives or inability to
reduce impacts compared to the Proposed Project. SDCWA may choose to pursue any or all of these options in the future; however, they are not considered to be viable
alternatives to meet the objectives of this Project.

•  Conserving water within the IID water service area for use by the Salton Sea Restoration Project is not a feasible alternative unless sufficient funds are allocated to the Salton Sea
Restoration Project to pay farmers to construct conservation projects. Currently, sufficient funding has not been allocated to the Salton Sea Restoration Project. Please refer to the
Master Response on Other Relationship Between the Proposed Project, QSA, IA, IOP, and CVWD Groundwater Management Plan in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment C35-96
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in
Section 4.2, Text Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment C35-97
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in
Section 4.2, Text Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment C35-98
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in
Section 4.2, Text Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.
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